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Dear Harold, 

Thanks for all of the stuff, I just had a catastrophe in my room and it ended 
with first an avalanche of unfiled letters and documents followed by a gust of wind. 

Right new I can locate ^everything but the letter which explained the disposition of 
the large package you just sent me. What can I keep and what do you want back? 

Your suggestions of Epstein ’s government connections are interesting. I may be 
able to help here through some of Epstein’s old friends. T will begin some checking. 

As you know, I mentioned that I thought we shoudd , or rather I should, do this, but just 
haven’t had time, just to be set to do a job on him. His new article divests itself 
of his usual guise of objectivity and fence sitting position. He shows his true colors, 
and it is interesting to note that his literary style is no where near as. £ood in this 
present shit MAM as in the New Yorker. His lies surpass the believeable. The most 
serious one is his use of the DBS Special, despite the fact that it was tom apart in 
Thompson ’s book which he mentions having read in his article. This is reminiscent of 
the stuff about Ferrie’s hair disease which he could only have gotten from 0 in NO, which 
I of course, means that he purposely admitted the truth abort 0 in NO. And let us not 
forget who gave him his credentials as a critic-^-Mark in Citizen’s Dissent, despite many 
long arguments with me during which I denied that Epstein was merely someone who M didn’t 
know the case well." 

Fran the carbon of your letter to Sylvia I gather that she said that it wasn’t dif- 
ficult to publish. This doesn’t surprise me, since her emotional involvement in this 
thing new overwhelms her judgment and even her knowledge. She sounds like Marzani and 
Munsell, one of the few left wing publishers, who cut off operations a. year or two ago, 
saying that it was new possible to publish and there was no more need for them. I feel, 
as I have said recently , that she is almost useless to us , despite my earlier opinions 
to the contrary . • • 

I am writing Since today about your money. That business disgusts me. I’ll send 
you a copy of the letter or perhaps enclose one in this letter. 

It looks like Barry is doing seme good work. For once I thought of sanething useful 

for someone to do — I ususally have to wait until you think up projects. He is very useful 
in this capacity at his present state of knowledge, and will learn a great deal about 
careful investigating in the process . I agree with what I assume your views on Cragg 
are — he is a liar, perhaps meaning well and not conscious, but he makes things up. The 
same may be true of Carr. By the way, I still want to know how car could have seen any- 
thing of that window or a man in it from his position a full 2 blocks away, and with the 

sun on the building so that someone down at street level might have a better view at that 

distance. Don’t forget that I have proof, which v I am sure I sent you, that the State 
Dept alterations were done by persons other than those who testified. 

On Coup: seme more suggestions — 

1. Add more on Bolden — for example, add the sentences in Galt’s letter in which he des- 
cribed the kind of a guy Bolden is and the injustices to him. * Galt’s letter was very 
well put and will make your account* of it more down to earth and seem to be better 
documented. Secondly, you have the stuff on Spagnoli’s trial, which proves that he 
claims that a government attorney subbomed perjury. Finally, on his wife, remember 
that I too have sent unanswered betters , including a certified one (and I have a 
letter fran the peotmaster verifying the fact that it arrived). I definitely feel 
that the Bolden story is important, even though we can’t prove what he says, because # 
of the implications of his story if it is true, the pressure on him w&ich is suggestive 


of at least seme federal interest in him, and more important the fact that it 
appears that the govt, framed him and put him away. As you use him now, I think 
that you lose a potentially important source of stuff, since I think in this case 
we can tell what he tells us and then show the federal record and let people decide 
for themselves whether or not it isn't significant. 

2. Although the book is already long, one of the best examples I have found of federal 

failure to investigate was in the Garrett case. I setnh you the 4 or 5 pages of 
FBI reports, which had only one paragraph apiece in them. Remember, the guy was 
of nazi orientation, was agitated a few days prior to the assassination and watching 
his mail, left before the assassination (from Laredo, Texas), etc. His wife said 
he was in Mexico but the. officials at Neuvo Laredo said no, not within 6 months. 

The next thing was when his wife called them around May of 1964 to say that her 
husband was dead. You asked me to send you the originals, I think, so that you 
could make good copies for possible use in coup. I agreed with this idea since 
the affair was so short, so clear, and so hard to explain on the FBI ! s part. 

3. One other possibility would be the Martin film. I can pin him down and make time 

to get an affadavit as soon as possible. I use that, without name,, when I speak 
since it- is a clearcut example of the FBI withholding data dealing with N.O., of 
their duplicity (giving- him back a copy, perhaps editied), and the incident dealt 
with the literature distribution. The only reason I suggest this is that if you 
want it in one of your books, it might go better here than in- Agent Oswald. I 
don't fee IS that it is that important , but only a new example of FBI coverup which 
defenders of the FBI, who I have faced, cannot deny. 

On McCabe, the name is definitely familiar, but I will have to get that mess in my 
roan cleaned up- before I can answer. ,1 am absolutely certain you sent me a carbon of a 
letter to him. There was one guy, Arnold Rholl, who had promised you something from Dell 
but I have a feeling that this thing had to do with one of your books too. The only other 
thing I have is from the Challenge Book Center (Afro American books) but the only name on 
the card you sent me was Clarence S.* Carter. * 

Enclosed are the results of an attempt by Mrs . Lenore Burgard to get seme info for 
me. The Archives came through with almost nothing. They have continually failed to get 
me info on these things. I will get her to continue her prodding of them. Also enclosed 
is a copy of my recent letter to Hal Verb . 

, . - •. - : - ‘ i • n . • • • , - ’ ' * • 

Keep this quiet , but Fred says- he is gettinga copy of the 8mm Z film frern Mark and 
will- make copies. Mark still has the, Gibbons remake of the Z film, but Gibbons has 
written to him and asked for it back.- Mark is apparently in the LA area about now. 

7 - Next week I have got to get the investigating canmettee rolling again. There have 
been seme breakdowns and some have f in# ished their research but not written memos . Our 
nufober is still growing and we new have a woman who is an expert on the volumes and an- 
other housewife who has read most* of the books . I am training two of the guys to give 
slide presentations , and both of them, right new are teaching the lecture on the Shaw 
trial. in my assassination class. Both are very well versed on it from getting, clipping, 
and summarizing the NO newspapers. Have you gotten the San Diego AIC hewsletter^-it 
has stuff in there from Dawnay. 

Take it easy. If your wife has a chance, see if she can dig out frem her records 
how much I owe you for the books you sent me. I have, sold sane of them and can send you 
sane money right now which might help. Best wishes. # . 


